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such a disposition become absolute legal owners of the land, the
executors and trustees having nothing more than a mere right
of administration.1 No dealing with the land could be effective
unless it complied with Italian law, and by that law the sale
directed by the judge was illegal,2 Was it not, therefore, a
deliberate evasion of Italian law to place the land in the hands
of a nominal owner whose true position was only that of a
trustee ?3
What probably weighed with the learned judge was that
the land had become money under the equitable doctrine of
conversion, but, as Beale points out, whether such a conversion
has been effected depends upon the lex situs, and by Italian law
the answer was most definitely in the negative.4
Succession.
ost foreign countries have adopted the principle of unity two
of succession by which questions relating to intestacy or to wills
are governed by one single law, the personal law of the deceased,
irrespective of the nature of the subject-matter. England, how-
ever, together with other Anglo-Saxon countries, has consis-
tently adhered to what is called the jprincip-le of scission under
which the destination of immovables on the death of the owner
is governed by the lex situs, not by the law of his domicil as in
the case of movables.5
Accordingly, where the owner of immovables dies intestate, intestacy
the order of descent or distribution prescribed by. the lex situs
is applied by the English court no matter what his domicil may
have been.6
Thus, in an Irish case,7 a domiciled Irishman died intestate without
issue in Ireland owning certain land in Victoria. In such circumstances
a widow is entitled by a Victorian statute to a charge of £1,000 upon
1	Wolff, p. 592.
2	Cp. the remarks of Lord Reid in Philipson-Stow v. Inland Revenue Comrs.,
[1960] 3 W.L.R. 1008, 1019.
3	Cp. Brown v. Gregson, [1920] A.C. 860, at p. 886, per Lord Moulton.
4	Beale, ii. 959.
5	For a fuller account of the opposing principles see Wolff, op. cit., pp. 567 et
seqq.; and 5 /. £ff C.L.Q* 39$ et seqq.
6	Balfour v. Scott (1793), 6 Bro. Parl. Cas, 550; Duncan v. Lawson (1889),
41 Ch.D. 394. When the immovables are situated in a country that adopts the
principle of unity, this means that, subject to the acceptance of the revooi doctrine
by the lex situs > the order of descent may be that of England; cp. In re Welling-
ton, [1947] Ch. 506; supra, p. 78.
7	In re Rca, Rea v. Rca, [1902] i Ir.R. 451.

